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DETAILED ACTION 

• This action is responsive to the following communication; an Amendment filed on 
10/16/06. 

• Claims 1-16, 20-38 and 39-67 are pending in the present application. Claims 39- 
67 are new. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 20-38 and 49-63 are allowed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-11 and 39-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tabata et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,537,324) hereinafter Tabata in view 
of Maeda et al. (J.P. Publication No. 2000-118085) hereinafter Maeda. 

Regarding claim 1, Tabata discloses a data processing device (fig. 1, terminal 
equipment 70) connected to a server computer (fig. 1 , file server 20) via a network (fig. 
1, network) comprising: an image reader (fig. 1, scanner 60) for obtaining an image data 
by reading a document image, wherein the document is printed based on a file 
published on the network by the server computer (col. 5, lines 40-41 , scanner is used to 
read the paper medium 201); an extracting means (fig. 1 , scanner 60> for extracting 
location information that indicates the location of the file from the image data (col. 5, 
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lines 45-47, scanner 60 is used to read selection information and linkage information 
from the medium form 201); a transfer requesting means (fig. 1, terminal equipment 70) 
for requesting the server computer to transfer the file based on the location information 
extracted by the extracting means (col. 5, lines 48-51, terminal equipment 70 is used to 
retrieve appropriate correlated information file form the file server base on the extraction 
done by the scanner 60); and a receiving means (fig. 1, terminal equipment 70) for 
receiving a file transferred by the server computer (col. 5, lines 51-53, file 81 is retrieved 
by the network terminal equipment 70). 

Tabata does not discloses expressly a data processing device connected to a 
server computer via a network comprising a transmitting means for transmitting the 
image data to a specific destination if it fails to obtain the file from the server computer 
based on the location information. 

Maeda discloses a data processing device connected to a server computer via a 
network comprising a transmitting means for transmitting the image data to a specific 
destination if it fails to obtain the file from the server computer based on the location 
information (paragraphs 10-14, if the data can be retrieved from the specify URL an 
alternative URL is used to retrieve the data (file)). 

Tabata and Maeda are combinable because they are from a similar field of 
endeavor of retrieving data using URL. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to combine the step of transmitting the 
image data to a specific destination if it fails to obtain the file from the server computer 
as taught by Meade. The motivation for doing so would have been to use an alternate 
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location for retrieving the data, thereby allowing the user to go to a substitute location to 
retrieve the data when the user is unable retrieve the data from the first location (i.e., 
server computer, paragraphs 10-14). 

Regarding claim 2, the combination discloses [Tabata] a data processing device 
according to claim 1, further comprising: a printer (fig. 1, printer 80) for printing images 
based on image data, wherein the specific destination is the printer (col. 5, lines 51-54, 
the printer 80 is used to print the file 81 on recording paper). 

Regarding claim 3, the combination discloses [Tabata] a data processing device 
according to claim 1, wherein the specific destination is another device (col. 5, lines 54- 
57, the output terminal 90 can be used to display the file 81). 

Regarding claim 4, the combination discloses [Tabata] a data processing device 
according to claim 1, wherein the extracting means extracts the location information by 
applying a character recognition process to character images existing in a certain area 
of the image data (fig. 5 mark 51 , the marked area 51 is recognized by the scanner 60). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination discloses [Tabata] a data processing device 
according to claim 1, wherein the location information is a URL (col. 10, line 46-50, URL 
is used as an address for each correlated information file). 

Regarding claims 6-11 they are interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons set 
forth above in the rejection of claims 1-5, since claims 6-1 1 disclose a method and a 
program that corresponds to the system of claims 1-5, thus the method is inherent in 
that it simply provides functionality for the structural implementation found in system 
claims 1-5. 
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Claims 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tabata et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,537,324) hereinafter Tabata in view of Hamano et al. 
(J. P. Publication No. 10-301954) hereinafter Hamano. 

Regarding claim 12, Tabata discloses a data processing device (fig. 1, terminal 
equipment 70) connected to a server computer (fig. 1 , file server 20) via a network (fig.. 
1, network) comprising: an image reader (fig. 1, scanner 60) for obtaining a first image 
data by reading a document image (col. 5, lines 40-41, scanner is used to read the 
paper medium 201), wherein the document is printed based on a file published on the 
network by the server computer; an extracting means (fig. 1 , scanner 60) for extracting 
location information that indicates the location of the file from the first image data (col. 5, 
lines 45-47, scanner 60 is used to read selection information and linkage information 
from the medium form 201); a transfer requesting means (fig. 1, terminal equipment 70) 
for requesting the server computer to transfer the file based on the location information 
extracted by the extracting means (col. 5, lines 48-51, terminal equipment 70 is used to 
retrieve appropriate correlated information file from the file server base on the extraction 
done by the scanner 60); a receiving means (fig.1, fig. 1, terminal equipment 70) for 
receiving a file transferred by the server computer (col. 5, lines 51-53, file 81 is retrieved 
by the network terminal equipment 70); a data generating means (fig. 1 , printer i30, is 
used to print the file 81 which is retrieved from the file server 20) for generating a 
second image data based on the file received by the receiving means; and a notifying 
means (fig. 1 , file server 20) for notifying the user of the fact of the disagreement if it is 
judged by the judging means that the second image data does not agree with the first 
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image data (col. 20, lines 52-55, file server sends a message notifying the user that the 
version do not match). 

Tabatadoes not disclose expressly a judging means forjudging whether the 
second image data agrees with the first image data. 

Hamano discloses a judging means forjudging whether the second image data 
agrees with the first image data (paragraph 17, a comparison is made to the first file and 
the second file to see if there is a different). 

Tabata and Hamano are combinable because they are from a similar field of 
endeavor of retrieving data using URL. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to combine the step of comparing the 
image data of the two files as taught by Meade. The motivation for doing so would have 
been to check for changes in the two files (i.e., the cache file versus the current file), 
therefore allowing the user to get the most current or update version of the file. 

Regarding claim 13, the combination discloses [Tabata] a data processing device 
according to claim 12, wherein the notifying means further receives an instruction 
specifying either the first image data or the second image data by the user, and the data 
processing device is further comprising a printer for printing images based on image 
data and a transmitting means for transmitting the first image data or the second image 
data to the printer in accordance with the instruction by the user (col. 20, lines 59-62). 

Regarding claim 14, the combination discloses [Tabata] a data processing device 
according to claim 12, wherein the notifying means further receives an instruction 
specifying either the first image data or the second image data by the user, and the data 
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processing device is further comprising a transmitting means for transmitting the first 
image data or the second image data to another device in accordance with the 
instruction by the user (col. 20, lines 59-62). 

Regarding claim 15, the combination discloses [Tabata] a data processing device 
according to claim 12, wherein the extracting means extracts the location information by 
applying a character recognition process to character images existing in a specific area 
of the first image data (fig. 5 mark 51, the marked area 51 is recognized by the scanner 
60). 

Regarding claim 16, the combination discloses [Tabata] a data processing device 
according to claim 12, wherein the location information is a URL (col. 10, line 46-50, 
URL is used as an address for each correlated information file). 

Regarding claims 39-48, the claims recite limitations that are similar and in the 
same scope of invention as to those in claims 1-11 above and combination thereof; 
therefore, claims 39-48 are rejected for the same rejection rationale/basis as described 
in claims 1-11. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments on pages 18-20, filed 10/31/06, with respect to the 
rejection(s)of claim(s) 1-16 under 103(a) have been fully considered and are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding claim 1 the applicant argued the cited prior arts Tabata (U.S. Patent 
No. 6.537,324) and Maeda (JP Pub. No. 2000-1 18085) fails to teach and/or suggest "to 
use an alternate location for retrieving the data, thereby allowing the user to go to a 
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substitute location to retrieve the data when the user is unable to retrieve the data from 
the first location". 

In response to applicant's argument Maeda discloses in the detailed description 
on paragraphs 10-14, that when the data cannot be retrieved from the specify URL 
location and alternative location is used to retrieve the file. 

Regarding claim 12 the applicant argued the cited prior arts Tabata (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,537,324) and Hamano et al. (J. P. Publication No. 10-301954) fails to teach and/or 
suggest "a judging means forjudging whether the second image data agrees with the 
first image data". 

In response to applicant's argument Hamano discloses in the detailed description 
on paragraph 17, that a comparison is made to the first file and the second file, however 
it is well known that when a comparison is made on a file the data within the file is 
compare therefore Hamano is teaching a way of comparing changes of data which can 
be text of image data within a file. 

Contact Information 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew H. Lam whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8569. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (9:30-7:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kimberly A. Williams can be reached on (571) 272-7471. The fax phone 
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number for the organization wliere this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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